
1 .  

2. 

3.  

5. 

6. 

ROCKY FLATS PLANT 

NEPA DIVISION, PLANT REVIEW 

CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION WORKSHEET 

Date: 10/1/!31 

Activity/Project Name: IAG Site Characterization Activities in Floodplains/Wetlands for OUs 1, 2, 5 and 

Authorization or EJO: 

NEPA Division Reviewer: Bill Moore 

Categorical Exclusion Proposed: 

6 and the Geologic Characterization Program 

“Site characterization and environmental monitoring, including siting, construction or operation 
of characterization and monitoring devices, under CERCLA and RCRA, if the activities would 
not . . . adversely affect environmentally sensitive areas . . .” 

NOTE: EC 59-91, ( “IAG Site Characterization Activities”) was reviewed by NCC on May 22, 1991. 
That project was recommended for a CX under the same exclusion proposed here. The current 
activities are a sub-set of the activities included in the earlier EC. In reviewing the proposed CX, DOE 
HQ determined (in RFO/CX-O17-91, copy attached) that the CX would only apply to site 
characterization activities outside floodplains and wetlands. HQ directed that another proposed CX be 
prepared for the work in floodplains, describing what effects, if any, such work would have on the 
floodplain/wetlands so it could be determined if a CX were applicable to the floodplain/wetland work 
The present document is that second proposed CX 

Would the proposed action: 

7 .  Adversely affect federally-listed endangered, threatened, or proposed candidate species, or state- 
listed endangered or threatened species or their habitat? 

No. 

8. Adversely affect floodplains or wetlands? 

No 

9. Threaten public health or safety? 

No 

10. Have possible effects on the environment which are likely to be highly controversial? 

No 



11. Have possible effects on the environment which are highly uncertain or invoke unique or unknown 
risks? 

N O  

12. Establish a precedent for future actions that will have significant effects, or represent a decision in 
principle about a future consideration? 

No 

13. Be substantially related to other actions that have individually insignificant but cumulatively significant 
impacts? 

No 

14. Adversely effect federal, state, or locally designated natural areas, prime agricultural land, special water 
sources, or historic, archeological, or architectural sites? 

No 

15. Other comments. 

Of the various aspects of the proiect,drilling is the most disruptive. Drilling will take place in, but have 
no adverse effects on, the 1 00-year floodplain. It is possible that some drilling may also take place in 
wetlands but the activity is of such a nature as to cause no adverse effects to wetlands. 
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